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Mr.  President  : At  the  beginning  of  this  session  I did  not  design 
or  desire  to  participate  in  any  discussion  of  the  Kansas  or  slavery  issues; 
for  if  not  identical,  they  are  inseperable.  After  the  protracted  debate 
of  those  issues,  I feel  reluctant  to  weary  the  Senate  or  myself  with  so 
trite  a theme  ; but  having  been  placed,  instead  of  my  colleague,  upon 
the  Committee  on  Territories,  during  his  detention  from  the  Senate  by 
j severe  illness,  it  may  be  expected  of  me  to  say  something  in  support  of 
the  bill  which,  as  one  of  the  majority,  I agreed  to  report,  and  to  re- 
commend to  the  Senate.  Besides,  the  unanimous  action  of  both  houses 
of  the  Legislature  of  Alabama,  in  providing  for  calling  a convention  of 
Ithe  people  of  that  State  to  “ determine  their  course  of  action,”  in  case 
of  the  refusal  of  Congress  to  admit  Kansas  into  the  Union,  has  been  al- 
luded to  by  Senators  in  terms  of  reproach  and  of  ridicule.  Identified 
with  Alabama  by  my  birth,  education,  interest,  and  affection — regarding 
her  as  “my  nursing  mother  and  my  grave” — indebted  to  her  for  the 
highest  honors  and  greatest  trusts  she  could  bestow,  and  standing  here 
as  one  of  her  ambassadors,  in  this  council  chamber  of  sovereign  States 
I feel  it  my  duty,  as  well  as  privilege,  to  justify  or  excuse,  so  far  as  I 
can,  all  her  acts  relating  to  her  sister  States  or  to  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. I shall  speak  rather  in  vindication  of  her  Legislature  than 
of  my  vote,  and  more  of  the  principles  and  purposes  of  the  free-soil 
party  in  Kansas  and  in  Congress,  than  of  their  objections  or  argu- 
ments against  her  admission  into  the  Union. 

Mr.  President : The  people  of  Kansas  ask  admission  into  the  Union. 
Men  of  all  parties  and  of  every  political  faith  have  signified  in  some 
manner,  at  some  time,  their  desire  to  enter  the  Union.  All  parties  in 
Congress  have  indicated  at  some  time,  and  in  some  manner,  a willing- 
ness to  admit  Kansas  into  the  Union.  Disguise  it  as  we  may,  sir,  it  is 
nevertheless  true,  that  Kansas  would  ere  this  have  been  admitted  into 
the  Union  without  serious  objection  or  protracted  debate,  but  for  the 
sectional  struggle  in  that  Territory  and  in  Congress  upon  the  subject  of 
slavery. 

I have  heard  with  amazement  and  regret  the  assertion,  on  the  part 
even  of  southern  Senators,  that  slavery  is  not  implicated  in  these  Kan- 
sas issues.  Sir,  those  men  must  be  deaf  or  blind  to  the  passing  events 
of  the  hour  wrho  can  hug  to  their  bosoms  that  delusion.  Parties  in  a 
Territory  may  wrangle  and  war  upon  each  other  ever  so  fiercely  ; may 
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dissolve  legislative  bodies  and  conventions  ; may  defy  federal  authori- 
ty ; may  resist  Territorial  laws  ; may  enact  rebellion  ; may  do  all  these, 
with  impunity  from  federal  legislature,  and  immunity  from  federal  or 
State  intervention,  provided  they  are  not  divided  upon  geographical 
questions,  or  engaged  in  a sectional  struggle  involving  sectional  rights 
of  property. 

Look  at  Utah  : From  the  settlement  of  Brighan  Young  and  his  fol- 
lowers at  Salt  lake,  in  a state  of  open,  undisguised  rebellion  against 
your  government,  rejecting  federal  officers,  refusing  obedience  to  feder- 
al laws,  and  establishing  an  insurgent  government.  Look  at  Nebraska  : 
dissolving  her  legislative  body,  defying  her  governor,  and  enacting  din- 
archy and  revolution.  Look  at  Minnessota  : dissolving  the  convention 
called  to  frame  her  constitution,  each  party  segregating  to  itself,  and 
determining  by  itself.  Yet  wjjat  Senator  thinks  these  matters  of  mo- 
mentous concern,  or  any  cause  of  care  and  solicitude.  What  section, 
or  what  State  in  the  Union,  has  been  frenzied,  or  agitated,  or  disturb- 
ed by  these  outrages  and  enormeties  ? None,  Sir,  none.  The  revolu- 
tions of  Mexico  or  of  Europe  disturb  our  repose  quite  as  much.  The 
reason  is  obvious  ; there  is  no  geographical  or  sectional  issue  there  ; 
there  is  no  negro  implicated.  But,  sir,  the  introduction,  or  the  attempt- 
ed introduction,  of  his  head  into  a Territory  of  this  Union,  seems  to 
be  regarded  by  the  dominant  party  of  the  Northern  States  like  the  wand 
bound  round  with  woll,  which  was  carried  by  the  ancient  Athenian  her- 
ald— a declaration  of  war. 

Why  was  the  passage,  of  the  Nebraska-Kansas  act  resisted  so  stren- 
uously ? Because  it  permitted  the  introduction  of  slaves  into  that  Terri- 
tory. Before  that  act  had  passed,  an  organization  of  members  of  Con- 
gress was  formed  with  a view  of  controlling  the  destiny  of  that  country 
by  emigrant  aid  societies.  The  most  noisy,  active,  and  efficient  agents 
of  that  party  repeatedly  declared  that  they  intended  to  colonize  Kansas 
with  men  “ who  could  not  do  without  the  aid  of  that  association  “to 
be  retained  in  its  service  “ to  be  under  its  control;”  “to  be  bound 
by  it;”  “to  be  under  bonds  to  make  Kansas  a free  State.”  To  wrest 
from  the  South  every  foothold  in  that  Territory,  all  the  means  have 
been  invoked  which  fanaticism,  avarice,  ambition,  hatred  of  the  South, 
or  lust  of  dominion  over  it  could  suggest.  The  western  nations  in  the 
twelfth  century  were  not  more  grieved  that  the  Holy  land  was  in  the 
hands  of  the  Moslem,  than  this  party  were,  or  effected  to  be,  that  Kan- 
sas, “ a soil  consecrated  to  freedom,”  was  opened  to  the  immigration 
ol  the  slaveholder.  Ministers  of  the  Gospel,  like  Peter  the  Hermit, 
traversed  the  North,  inflaming  religious  zeal,  and  arousing  Christian, 
crusaders  to  the  rescue  of  that  consecrated  soil  from  the  sacriligious 
tread  of  the  slaveholder.  Political  leaders  aroused  the  lucrative  desires 
of  the  North  by  highly  colored  pictures  of  the  exhaustless  treasures  and 
incomparable  charms  of  her  virgin  soil ; or  appealed  to  the  lust  of  do- 
minion, the  vengeance  of  mortified  pride,  or  the  indignation  of  insulted 
justice  against  the  violations  of  plighted  faith,  the  aggressions  and  the 
outrages  of  the  “ slave  oligarcy.”  In  the  madness  of  their  zeal,  or  the 
bitterness  of  their  hate,  they  declared  that  if  they  failed  to  expel  sla- 
very from  Kansas  by  moral  means,  they  would  do  so  by  fire  and  sword. 
Such  a declaration  in  the  Northern  Republican  Convention  at  Phila- 
delphia was  greeted  with  tumultous  applause.  Such  wore  the  weekly 


Sabbath  day  counsels  of  the  Beechers  and  Parkers,  who  disgraced  the 
Northern  pulpits  and  dishonored  the  cause  of  the  Prince  of  Peace  they 
professed  to  advocate.  Such  were  the  daily  menaces  of  the  leading 
Northern  Republican  papers.  Such  were  the  repeated  suggestions  in 
the  form  of  prophetic  admonitions  to  the  South,  uttered  by  Senators  on 
the  other  side  of  this  chamber. 

Sir,  the  free  soil  party  in  Kansas  have  fully  illustrated  the  principles 
and  purposes  of  their  advisers  and  advocates  in  Congress  and  in  the  North. 
In  their  first  meeting  to  call  a convention  to  frame  a constitution,  they 
solemnly  resolved  that  the  laws  of  that  Territory  were  without  validity 
or  binding  force,  and  that  they  would  resist  and  defy  them,  even  to  a 
bloody  issue , if  they  found  that  peaceable  remedies  would  fail.  Gover- 
nor lieeder,  addressing  the  party,  declared  “we  must  conquer,  or  mingle 
the  bodies  of  the  oppressors  with  the  oppressed  upon  the  soil  which  the 
Declaration  of  Independance  no  longer  protects.”  The  President  of 
the  Philadelphia  Republican  Convention  of  June,  1856,  declared  “such 
rebellion  was  sanctioned  by  God  and  man;”  and  he  but  echoed  a senti- 
ment we  have  often  heard  uttered  upon  this  floor.  Hence,  in  accordance 
with  the  edicts  of  the  New  York  Tribune,  whose  power  over  its  party  is 
superior  to  that  of  any  individual,  if  I may  expect  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  York,  [Mr.  Seward,]  who  is  sometimes  honored  with 
the  soubriquet  of  “the  Wizard  of  the  North” — hence,  they  continued 
to  “pour  free  setlers  into  Kansas,  well  armed  with  Sharpe’s  rifles,  or 
other  convenient  weapons.”  Hence  they  refused  to  coalesce  or  to  co- 
operate with  Southern  men,  in  elections  either  to  the  Legislature  ortho 
Convention.  Hence  their  secret  organizations,  their  formation  of  mi- 
litary companies,  their  preparation  for  war,  and  their  attempt  to  es- 
tablish an  insurgent  government.  These  men  went  to  Kansas  not  so 
much  to  build  as  to  destroy  a State;  not  so  much  to  organize  as  to  dis- 
organize; not  to  promote  order  but  to  produce  disorder ; not  to  vindicate 
acknowledged  rights,  but  to  avenge  imputed  wrongs ; not  to  meet  in  the 
peaceful  contest  of  the  ballot  box  with  southern  brethren,  but  to  engage 
in  the  hostile  encounters  of  the  cartridge  box  with  southern  enemies. 
They  went,  in  the  language  of  this  same  New  York  Tribune,  “ not 
for  commerce  but  for  vengeance.  They  went  to  meet  southern  “enemies,” 
“vandals,”  “ a dishonorable  and  perfidious  privileged  class,”  “heartless, 
grasping  and  tyranical  robbers.”  Such  were  the  characteristic  names  ap- 
plied even  by  Senators  to  southrons,  or  at  least,  to  slaveholders.  The 
President  truly  characterizes  this  contest  in  Kansas,  when  he  says : 

“The  dividing  line  there  is  not  between  two  political  parties,  both  ac- 
knowledging the  lawful  existence  of  the  government  but  between  those 
who  are  loyal  to  this  government  and  those  who  have  endeavoured  to 
destroy  its  existence  by  force  and  unsurpation — between  those  who  sus- 
tain and  those  who  have  done  all  in  their  power  to  overthrow  the  Ter- 
ritorial Government  established  by  Congress.” 

The  president  is  sustained  in  that  assertion  by  the  declaration  of 
Governors  Denver,  Stanton,  Walker — of  all  the  governors  of  that  Ter- 
ritory. He  is  sustained  by  the  confessions — yea,  by  the  bold  avowels  of 
that  party  themselves.  He  is  sustained  by  the  very  convention  which 
assembled  to  frame  that  Topeka  constitution,  and  by  the  manner  of  its 
presentment  here.  A convention,  called  in  pursuance  of  no  enabling  act 
of  Congress  or  act  of  the  Territorial  Legislature;  in  accordance  neither 
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with  federal  nor  Territorial  executive  authority ; in  obedience  to  no  ex- 
pressed will  of  the  people,  but  called  by  audacious  and  violent  party 
leaders,  representing,  according  to  their  own  confessions,  as  expressed 
by  the  free-soil  papers  of  that  Territory,  but  seven  hundred  out  of  near 
seven  thousand  voters — this  convention,  representing  but  one-tenth  of 
the  voters  of  that  territory,  undertook  to  frame  a constitution  and  State  « 
government,  and  sent  that  constitution  to  Congress  for  admission  into 
the  Union.  They  were  so  inflated  with  the  spirit  of  rebellion  that  they  ; 
even  insulted  Congress  in  their  memorial  while  asking  its  favor,  and  re-  ■■ 
nounced  federal  authority  while  invoking  its  sanction  of  their  work,  by  ? 
declaring  that  a territorial  government  was  unknown  to  the  constitution,  ij 
and  extra  constitutional,  and  could  not  remain  in  force  against  the  will  ■ 
of  the  people  living  under  it.  Thus  they  asserted  their  will  to  be  para-  , 
mount  to  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  their  right  to  enter  upon  the  j 
public  domain,  and  to  annul  all  the  laws  of  Congress,  to  be  beyond  all  ■ 
question.  Yet,  sir,  this  constitution,  thus  presented,  met  the  approval  b 
of  the  Northern  Republican  party,  I believe  in  both  Houses  of  Congress,  t 
They  passed  a bill  to  admit  Kansas  under  this  constitution  through  the  ; 
House  of  Representatives,  and  it  received  the  favor  of  all  the  Senators  of 
that  party.  Thus  encouraged  by  the  approbation  of  their  party  in  . 
Congress  and  throughout  the  Northern  States,  I am  not  surprised  that 
these  men  should  have  continued  to  this  day  in  an  attitude  of  rebellion 
and  defiance  against  the  Federal  Government.  These  are  the  men,  or 
“the people,”  who  oppose  the  admission  of  Kansas  under  the  Lecompton 
constitution.  The  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas]  understood 
and  portrayed  their  character  truly  in  his  report  and  speeches  during 
the  last  Congress.  Gov.  Walker  understood  and  presented  them  truly 
in  his  communications  to  the  President,  and  the  President  fairly  portrays 
their  character  in  the  paragraph  which  I have  read  from  this  message. 
Shall  we,  sir,  defer  to  these  malcontents,  factionists,  and  rebellionists  ? 
Shall  we  refuse  to  admit  Kansas  because  of  the  opposition  of  this  fac- 
tion, dignified  by  the  name  of  party,  or  the  people  of  Kansas?  If  so, 
why  shall  we  do  it?  Not  because  there  was  no  enabling  act  passed; 
not  because  they  want  the  requisite  population  for  admission  into  the 
U nion  ; not  because  the  question  of  calling  a convention  of  the  people  was 
not  fairly  submitted ; not  because  the  law  providing  for  a registration  of 
voters  was  not  regular,  just,  and  fair  in  all  its  provisions  ; nor,  I think, 
because  that  law  was  not  fairly  executed ; for  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
on  my  left,  [Mr.  Polk,  Jin  the  able  argument  made  by  him  the  other 
day,  showed  clearly  and  conclusively  that  if  that  law  was  not  fairly 
executed,  it  was  not  the  fault  of  those  who  made  it,  or  those  who  endea- 
vored to  execute  it.  He  showed  that  in  some  counties  where  no  regis- 
tration was  taken,  there  were  no  voters  to  register  ; others,  where  no  re- 
gistry was  taken,  were  attached  to  adjoining  counties  and  formed  one 
district,  in  either  of  which  counties  they  might  have  been  registered, 
or  might  have  voted ; and  that  in  a few  counties  no  registry  was  taken, 
because  the  free-state  party  would  not  permit  it.  In  the  language  of 
Gov.  Stanton,  “ they  resolved  not  to  take  part  in  the  registration  ; 
and  we  may  well  attribute  any  errors  and  omissions  of  the  sheriffs  to 
this  well  known  and  controlling  fact.” 

Sir,  there  are  but  two  objections  made  to  the  admission  of  Kansas, 
in  my  opinion,  worthy  of  consideration — the  only  two  which  involve 
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any  question  of  principle.  One  is,  that  the  whole  constitution  was  not 
submitted  to  the  people.  I am  surprised  to  hear  this  objection  pre- 
ferred by  Senators  at  this  day,  with  the  experience  afforded  us  by  near 
seventy  years  of  Republican  Government.  No  support  for  this  objec- 
tion can  be  derived  either  from  the  practices  of  our  States  or  Territories, 
or  from  the  genius  and  theory  of  our  governments,  or  from  any  legis- 
lation of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  In  the  younger  and  purer 
days  of  our  Republic,  constitutions  were  not  submitted  to  the  popular 
vote.  The  federal  constitution  was  adopted  by  a convention  of  dele- 
gates, in  the  first  instance,  from  the  several  States,  and  afterwards  by 
delegates  in  convention  in  the  several  States.  It  was  never  submitted 
to  the  popular  vote.  Neither  of  the  original  thirteen  States  submitted 
its  constitution  to  a vote  of  the  people.  A majority  of  the  States  now 
in  this  Union  adopted  constitutions  without  ever  submitting  them  to 
the  popular  vote.  Precedents  and  authorities  are  numerous  to  sustain 
the  course  of  the  conventionists  at  Lecompton  in  declining  or  refusing 
to  submit  the  constitution  to  a popular  vote.  In  my  opinion,  they 
would  have  acted  in  stricter  accordance  with  the  spirit  and  genius  of 
our  institutions  if  they  had  not  submitted  it  in  whole  or  in  part  to  the 
popular  vote.  Our  governments  are  Republics,  not  Democracies.  The 
people  exercise  their  sovereignty  not  in  person  at  the  ballot-box,  but 
through  agents,  delegates,  or  representatives.  Our  fathers  founded 
Republican  Governments  in  preference  to  Democracies,  not  so  much 
because  it  wTouid  be  impracticable  as  because  it  would  be  unwise  and 
expedient,  for  the  people  themselves  to  assemble  and  adopt  laws.  They 
were  satisfied  from  reading  and  from  reflection  of  the  truth  of  Mr. 
Madison’s  observation  about  pure  Democracies,  that  they  “ have  ever 
been  spectacles  of  turbulence  and  contention;  have  ever  been  found 
incompatible  with  personal  security,  or  the  rights  of  property ; and 
have  in  general  been  as  short  in  their  lives  as  they  have  been  violent 
in  their  deaths.”  They  knew  from  the  examples  furnished  by  Greece 
and  Italy,  that  it  is  impossible  in  a pure  Democracy  to  remove  the  causes 
or  control  the  effects  of  faction  ; that  an  absolute  majority  is  oftener 
swayed  by  passion  than  by  reason  ; that  its  voice  is  oftener  that  of  a 
demon  than  of  a God  ; that  it  is  the  most  cruel,  rapacious,  intolerant, 
and  intolerable  of  all  tyrants.  They  knew  that  it  is  a wholly  irrespon- 
sible power:  acknowledging  no  superior,  for  it  is  itself  supreme,  owdng 
no  obedience,  for  it  is  its  own  master  ; respecting  no  authority,  for  it  is 
a law  unto  itself ; subject  to  no  control  or  restraint,  except  the  still 
small  voice  of  conscience,  which  is  too  often  drowned  in  the  tumultuous 
waves  of  party  or  of  faction.  It  might  sacrifice  public  good  or  private 
rights  to  any  ruling  passion  or  interest  of  the  hour,  with  impunity.  It 
had  robbed  the  rich  to  relieve  the  poor,  and  oppressed  the  poor  to  ag- 
grandize the  rich,  with  equal  ardor  or  indifference.  It  had  voted 
hemlock  to-day  and  statutes  to-morrow,  to  its  best  citizens.  They 
suffered  no  man  to  be  a judge  in  his  own  case  lest  he  should  be  biassed 
by  passion  or  by  interest;  and  could  find  no  better  reason  why  a 
large  body  of  men,  although  a majority,  should  be  the  supreme  and 
final  arbitor  of  its  cause.  On  the  contrary,  they  knew  that  a large 
body  of  men  is  more  liable  to  be  controlled  by  passion  or  by  interest 
than  a single  individual,  and  is  more  apt  to  sacrifice  the  rights  of  the 
minority,  because  it  can  be  done  with  more  impunity.  Hence  they  en- 
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deavored  to  impose  restraints  upon  themselves.  Hence  they  committed 
the  making  of  all  their  laws,  organic  or  municipal,  to  their  delegates  or  t 
representatives;  whose  crimes  they  could  punish,  whose  errors  they 
could  correct,  and  whose  powers  they  could  reclaim. 

The  great  security  of  our  rights  of  life,  liberty,  and  property,  is  in 
the  responsibility  of  those  who  make,  and  of  those  who  execute  the  law. 
Establish  as  a principle  that  to  give  sanction  to  law  it  must  be  approved 
by  the  majority  at  the  ballot-box,  and  you  take  away  this  security  and 
surrender  those  rights  to  the  most  capricious,  rapacious  and  cruel  of 
tyrants.  I regret  to  see  the  growing  spirit  in  Congress  and  throughout 
the  country  to  democratize  our  government,  to  submit  every  question, 
whether  pertaining  to  organic  or  municipal  laws,  to  the  vote  of  the  people. 
This  is  sheer  radicalism.  It  is  the  Red  Republicanism  of  revolutionary 
France,  which  appealed  to  the  sections  on  all  occasions,  and  not  the 
American  Republicanism  of  our  fathers.  Their  republicanism  was 
stable  and  conservative  ; this  is  mutable  and  revolutionary.  Theirs 
afforded  a shield  for  the  minority ; this  gives  a sword  to  the  majority. 
Theirs  defended  the  rights  of  the  weak  ; this  surrenders  them  to  the 
powers  of  the  strong.  God  forbid  that  the  demagogism  of  this  day  should 
prevail  over  the  philanthropic  and  philosophic  statesmenship  of  our  fathers. 

But  we  are  told  that  the  will  of  the  majority  has  not  been  expressed 
in  this  constitution;  that  it  has  been  achieved  by  force  or  fraud.  Three 
times  have  the  voters  of  Kansas  been  authorized  and  enabled  to  vote  upon 
this  question  of  a constitution : first,  whether  a convention  to  frame  it 
should  be  called ; next,  in  electing  delegates  to  the  convention ; and  lastly, 
whether  the  slavery  clause  should  be  retained  or  rejected.  Previously 
to  the  last  vote,  two  elections  for  a legislature  and  three  for  delegate 
to  Congress  had  been  held  ; and  in  all  these  elections,  except  the  last 
for  delegate,  the  free-soilers  were  beaten,  and  in  that  succeeded  by  only 
a small  majority,  and  then  because  of  the  division  of  the  Democratic 
party.  And  yet,  notwithstanding  oft  repeated  defeats,  they  have  ever 
claimed  a larger  number  of  voters  than  the  majority  cast  at  each  of 
those  elections — forsooth,  have  claimed  two  to  one,  ten  to  one,  and  even 
twenty  to  one  of  the  pro-slavery  party.  Admit  the  assertion,  and  it 
follows  that  this  large  majority  have  either  from  want  of  courage, 
energy,  and  resolution,  feared  and  failed,  or  from  want  of  patriotism, 
and  self-love,  and  concern  for  their  welfare,  neglected  and  refused  to 
assert  and  exercise  their  right  and  power  to  control  elections  and  possess 
themselves  of  the  Legislatures  and  of  the  convention,  and  thus  form  the 
municipal  laws  of  the  Territory  and  the  organic  law  of  the  State  to  suit 
themselves.  They  either  dared  not  or  cared  not  to  make  the  Hays, 
and  mould  the  domestic  institutions  of  Kansas.  They  were  either  sub- 
missionists  from  cowardice,  yielding  to  the  domination  of  a feeble 
minority,  or  anarchists  from  choice,  unwilling  to  govern  or  be  governed 
according  to  the  forms  of  law  and  theory  of  American  governments.  In 
either  case,  they  are  unworthy  of  our  sympathy  or  countenance,  be- 
cause unfit  to  frame  or  execute  laws  for  a State  or  Territory.  Such 
men  should  be  governed.  They  are  deficient  in  the  moral  qualifications 
for  forming  or  administering  free  governments.  I do  not  share,  in  the 
charitable  commisseration  for  that  large  and  oppressed  majority,  or  in 
the  generous  indignation  towards  that  small  and  tyrannous  minority, 
that  has  been  so  feelingly  expressed  on  this  floor.  1 feel  rather  disgust 
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and  contempt  for  tliat  majority,  and  respect  .and  regard  for  that  mi- 
nority. These  are  true  popular  sovereigns — those,  servile  submissionists 
or  rebellious  anarchists. 

But,  sir,  knowing  as  I do  that  Northern  men  are  not  deficient  in  wit 
!to  discern,  or  tact  to  manage,  or  courage  to  maintain  their  rights,  I 
have  never  believed  that  the  free-soilers  in  Kansas,  if  in  a majority, 
have  ever  been  cheated  out  of  their  rights  or  .had  them  ravished  by 
force.  Often  as  I have  heard  that  chaste  and  striking  expression — -a 
constitution  crammed  down  the  throats  of  the  majority  of  the  people 
against  their  will  and  in  violation  of  popular  sovereignty — it  has  failed 
to  produce  in  me  any  qualms  of  conscience  as  an  accessary  after  the 
fact  in  voting  to  admit  Kansas,  although  I confess  to  some  revulsion 
of  stomach  in  contemplating  that  prodigious  and  marvellous  operation. 

I have  wondered  less  at  the  miracle  than  at  those  who  repeated  it. 
That  sage  and  sober  Senators  should  credit,  or  seem  to  credit,  or  expect 
intelligent  people  to  credit,  this  exceeding  miracle,  is  matter  of  “special 
wonder.”  If  it  Fad  happened  but  once,  I would  have  believed  it;  but 
I cannot  believe  that  so  large  a majority  has  been  overcome  by  fraud 
or  by  force  six  or  more  times  in  succession  ; it  is  contrary  to  my  reason 
and  to  my  knowledge  of  the  character  of  American  freemen.  But,  if 
true,  they  are  unworthy  of  their  rights  because  unfit  to  exercise  them. 

These  are  plausible  arguments,  but  cannot  be  controlling  objections 
to  the  admission  of  Kansas  into  the  Union.  There  is  no  constitutional, 
or  legal,  or  moral  obstacle  to  her  admission,  unless  it  be  that  the  right 
of  property  in  slaves  is  recognized  and  guaranteed  by  her  constitution. 
The  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Sew'ard]  told  us  truly  and  frankly, 
that  the  question  presented  to  us  is,  “ whether  there  shall  be  slavery 
or  no  slavery  in  the  Territories.”  The  shibboleth  of  the  party  of  which 
he  is  the  acknowledged  leader,  was,  during  the  last  canvass  for  the 
Presidency,  and  still  is  “no  more  slave  States.”  Many  of  the  most 
prominent  of  that  party  deny  that  property  in  slaves  is  protected  or  even 
recognized  by  the  Federal  Constitution.  Such  was  the  explicit  denial  of 
the  Senator  from  Maine,  [Mr.  Fessenden.]  All  of  them  deny  that  it  has 
any  sanction  in  Divine  or  moral  law,  or  common  law,  and  denounce  it 
as  hostile  to  our  republican  institutions.  The  platform  adopted  by  the 
Northern  Republicans  at  Philadelphia,  in  Juue,  1856,  alleges  all  these 
objections  to  the  institution  of  slavery,  and  commits  them  against  the 
admission  of  any  slaveholding  State.  If  all  the  voters  in  Kansas 
desired  admission  into  the  Union  under  the  Lecompton  constitution,  no 
Northern  Republican  could  vote  to  admit  her  without  violating  the  prin- 
ciples of  that  platform  ; and  some  have  conceded  that  the  recognition 
of  slavery  by  that  constitution.,, was  to  them  an  insuperable  objection 
to  her  admission.  There  are  Senators,  I believe,  wrho  are  not  actuated, 
in  opposing  her  admission,  by  the  principles  or  sentiments  of  that  party, 
but  they  are  exceptions  to  the  general  rule  of  opposition. 

If,  as  alleged  by  the  Senator  from  New  York,  [Mr.  Seward,]  the 
principles  and  sentiments  of  his  party  predominate  in  the  Northern 
States ; if  the  toleration  of  the  expansion  of  slavei’y  has  been  death  to 
all  parties  there  but  the  Democratic,  and  is  fast  hurrying  that  on  to  the 
same  fate ; if  the  North  demands  “ the  ultimate  emancipation  of  all 
men,”  and  leaves  the  South  only  the  election  “ whether  it  shall  be 
effected  with  needful  and  wise  pi^caution  against  sudden  change  or 
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hurried  on  by  violence  then  it  behooves  the  South  to  deliberate  and 
determine  whether  she  will  yield  herself  to  these 'Northern  ministers  of 
her  fate,  or  assert  her  right  to  shape  her  own  destiny.  Within  the 
Union  she  cannot  control  her  destiny  against  the  preponderating  ma- 
jority of  the  North,  when  imbued  and  influenced  by  the  principles  and 
sentiments  proclaimed  by  the  Northern  Republicans.  When  they  get 
the  control  of  the  Federal  Government,  (which  they  vauntingly  pre- 
dict,) the  Southern  States  must  elect  between  independence  out  of  the 
Union  or  subordination  within  it.  The  principles  of  that  party  are  not 
only  hostile  to  the  constitutional  rights  of  those  States,  but  to  their 
political  integrity  and  social  organization.  They  are  not  only  uncon- 
stitutional and  sectional,  but  radical  and  revolutionary.  Alabama,  in 
common  with  the  Southern  States,  has  repeatedly  declared  that  she 
will  not  submit  to  the  measures  of  that  party,  and  especially  to  the  re- 
fusal to  admit  a slaveholding  State  into  the  Union  ; and  if  she  be  true 
to  herself,  she  will  resent  and  resist  those  measures,  or  either  of  them, 
even  to  disunion.  , 

Property  is  the  foundation  of  every  social  fabric.  To  preserve,  pro- 
tect, and  perpetuate  rights  of  property,  society,  is  formed,  and  govern- 
ment is  framed.  No  government  was  ever  formed  to  destroy  the  prop- 
erty of  its  citizens ; although  some  have  been  perverted  to  that  end  by 
usurpation.  No  government  ever  existed,  the  design  of  whose  framers 
was  to  enable  some  of  them  to  seize  and  appropriate,  or  abolish,  the 
property  of  the  others ; although,  by  the  tyranny  of  force  or  fraud, 
such  results  have  ensued.  On  the  contrary,  the  primary,  fundamental, 
and  inseparable  idea  of  every  social  or  political  organization  is,  to  guard 
and  secure  every  member  thereof  in  the  freedom,  use,  and  enjoyment 
of  his  property.  These  are  self-evident  truths  which  every  tyro  in 
political  law  understands,  and  no  intelligent  man  will  deny.  A neces- 
sary corollary  of  these  principles  is,  that  government  is  bound  to  take 
care  that  foreign  governments  do  not  rob  its  citizens,  and  that  its  citi- 
zens do  not  rob  each  other  ; and,  much  more,  is  government  itself  bound 
not  to  rob  its  own  citizens.  These  are  absolute  duties  of  government, 
independent  of  any  injunction  of  the  organic  law.  To  fulfil  these  duties 
powers  are  conferred. 

But  our  forefathers  were  not  content  to  rest  their  rights  to  freedom 
of  property  upon  these  necessary  implications.  They  knew  that  life, 
liberty,  and  property  are  so  intimately  blended  in  the  social  state,  that 
they  must  co-exist,  in  order  to  preserve  the  full  enjoyment  of  either,  and 
that  sovereignty  over  one  could  not  be  surrendered  without  imperiling 
the  safety  of  the  others.  They  had  learned  from  experience,  as  well  as 
history,  the  overwhelming  and  endless  evils  that  flowed  from  the  sov- 
ereignty of  government  over  property,  either  public  or  private.  They 
had  read  that,  at  one  period  of  English  history,  kings  and  barons  be- 
stowed and  resumed  lands  at  pleasure  ;•  and  at  another,  parliament  en- 
riched the  few  at  the  expense  of  the  many,  by  means  of  bounties,  pen- 
sions, tithes,  monopolies,  and  exclusive  privileges.  Hence,  in  their 
petition  to  the  crown  for  redress  of  grievances,  they  declared  that  they 
regarded  “ the  giving  of  their  property  by  their  own  consent  alone,  as 
the  inalienable  right  of  the  subject,  and  the  last  sacred  bulwark  of  con- 
stitutional liberty;”  that  “ to  deprive  them  of  this  right,  would  be  to 
reduce  them  to  a state  of  vassalage,  which  no  free  people  can  long  en- 
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dure,” — and  that  “they  would  be  utterly  unworthy  of  their  English  an- 
cestry, which  is  their  claim  and  pride,  were  they  tamely  to  submit.”  In 
contending,  however,  that  their  property  could  not  be  taken  without 
their  consent,  they  admitted,  whilst  colonies  of  England,  that  it  might 
be  taken  and  expended  by  their  representatives,  without  restraint,  in 
accordance  with  the  English  theory  of  the  sovereignity  of  parliament. 
But,  when  they  established  their  independence,  they  renounced  this  dog- 
ma, and  formed  their  constitutions  upon  the  theory  that  sovereignty 
resides  in  the  people,  and  that  governments  are  their  trustees.  They 
knew  that  even  election  and  representation,  when  coupled  with  a sov- 
ereign right  over  property,  afford  no  refuge  of  protection  to  popular 
rights ; and  they  endeavored  to  prescribe  the  duties,  limit  the  powers, 
and  control  the  action  of  their  representatives,  both  in  respect  to  per- 
sons and  property,  by  a written  constitution.  The  word  sovereign  is 
not  found  in  that  instrument,  or  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  and 
does  not  belong  to  our  governmental  dialect.  It  would  have  been  inap- 
propiate,  because  inconsistent  with  their  intention,  to  form  a govern- 
ment of  limited  and  specific  powers,  to  be  held  in  trust  for  their  benefit. 

The  form,  tenor,  and  spirit  of  the  constitution,  all  show  a purpose  to 
withhold  from  government  sovereign  power  over  property,  either  pub- 
lic or  private,  and  to  retain  for  the  people  freedom  of  property,  as  well 
as  of  conscience,  and  of  all  other  personal  rights.  They  instituted  sep- 
erate  departments  of  government,  defining  the  rights  and  duties  and  as- 
signing the  patronage  of  each,  and  divided  the  powers  transferred  among 
them,  that  they  might  serve  as  mutual  checks  and  balances. 

They  gave  exclusive  power  to  originate  revenue  bills  to  their  repre- 
sentatives, because  they  were  the  servants  over  whom  they  could  exer- 
cise most  immediate  control. 

They  required  that  all  duties,  imposts,  and  exercises,  should  be  uni- 
form throughout  the  United  States ; that  no  capitation  or  other  direct 
tax  should  be  laid  unless  in  proportion  to  the  census — that  no  preference 
shoud  be  given,  by  any  regulation  of  commerce  or  of  revenue,  to  the 
ports  of  one  Stale  over  those  of  another  State — thereby  inhibiting  and 
restraining  a geographical  majority  from  indulging  partiality  for  them- 
selves, or  prejudice  against  a geographical  minority,  by  sectional  or 
class  legislation,  whereby  the  property  of  some  States  or  classes  of  cit- 
izens, might  be  taken  and  transferred  to  other  States  or  classes  of  cit- 
izens, or  other  acts  of  oppression  or  injustice  might  be  achieved. 

They  gave  Congress  the  power  to  pass  “ uniform  laws  on  the  subject 
of  bankruptcy  throughout  the  United  States because  if  that  power  was 
reserved  to  the  States  exclusively,  injustice  might  be  done  the  bankrupt 
or  his  creditors,  when  they  resided  in  different  States,  or  he  held  prop- 
erty in  several  States. 

They  inhibited  the  States  from  “ coining  money,  making  anything  but 
gold  or  silver  coin  a legal  tender,  or  passing  any  law  impairing  the  ob- 
ligation of  contracts;”  empowered  Congress  to  “ coin  money  and  reg- 
ulate the  value  thereof  and  of  foreign  coin,  and  to  fix  the  standard  of 
weights  and  measures;”  and  declared  that  private  property  should  not 
be  taken  for  public  use,  without  just  compensation  therefor ;”  and  that 
“ no  person  shall  he  deprived  of  life,  liberty,  or  property  without  due 
process  of  law.”  All  of  which  were  precautions  for  the  freedom  of  prop- 
erty and  its  defence  against  the  ursurpations  or  assults  of  government. 
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In  the  same  spirit,  to  enable  citizens  of  each  State  to  trade  or  travel  in  any  other  State, 
or  to  hold  property  therein,  free  from  confiscation,  escheat,  unequal  taxation,  robbery, 
or  other  injury,  by  that  State  or  its  citizens,  they  declared  that  “the  citizens  of  each 
State  shall  be  entitled  to  all  privileges  and  immunities  of  citizens  in  the  several  States.” 

No  power  was  given  Congress  to  define  property — except  in  respect  to  money — or  to 
discharge  any  article  frim  being  property.  These  powers  were  retained  by  the  States 
or  the  people.  And  to  make  assurance  doubly  sure,  they  superadded  two  amendments  to 
the  constitution,  declaring  “ the  enumeration  in  the  constitution  of  certain  rights 
shall  not  be  construed  to  deny  or  disparage  others  retained  by  the  people,”  and  “ tho 
powers  not  delegated  to  the  United  States  by  the  constitution,  nor  prohibited  by  it  to 
the  States,  are  reserved  to  the  States  respectivelv,  or  to  the  peoplo. 

Thus  was  sovereignty  over  property  not  only  withheld  from  the  Federal  Government 
but  specifically  guarded  against.  AH  these  delegations  and  prohibitions  of  power  were 
efforts  to  protect  the  rights  of  private  property,  or  the  rights  of  individuals  to  what  be- 
longs to  them.  They  evince  the  jealous  anxiety  and  care  of  the  people  to  preserve  the 
free  use  and  enjoyment  of  their  property,  and  to  prevent  government  from  exerting  over 
it  any  absolute  or  indefinite  power. 

One  species  of  property,  held  in  all  the  States,  except  Massachusetts,  (where  it  was 
abolished  by  judicial  construction  and  not  by  intentional  legislation,)  was  an  object  of 
peculiar  solicitude— that  was  slave  property.  That  property  which  had  existed  among 
the  most  cultivated  nation  of  the  earth,  from  the  days  of  Abraham,  was  then  recognized 
an  1 tolerated  not  only  in  America,  (as  shown  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana,  [Mr.  Ben-  - 
jajiin,]  in  his  very  able  argument,  a few  days  since,)  but  by  the  first  powers  of  Europe. 

It  was  recognized  by  customary  or  common  law,  or  by  prescription,  in  the  larger  por- 
tion of  Christendom.  And,  notwithstanding  the  oft  quoted  and  misapplied  phrase  of  the 
Declaration  of  Indipendence.  that  all  men  are  born  free  and  equal — the  author  and  sign- 
ers of  that  instrument  were  either  slaveholders  or  their  representatives.  Indeed,  a clause 
reprobating  the  enslaving  of  the  inhabitants  of  Africa,  was  struck  out  of  that  instrumet, 
Mr.  Jefferson  says,  in  compliance  to  South  Carolina  and  Georgia,  and  our  Northern 
brethren  ; thereby  refusing  to  acknowledge  their  right  to  freedom  and  equality  with  white 
men. 

The  framers  of  the  Federal  Constitution,  too,  were  either  slave  owners  or  their  rep- 
resentatives. I believe  they  were  all  white  men  ; were  not  bastards  or  foundlings,  but 
knew  their  parentage  and  race  ; and  were  not  theoretic  amalgamationists,  contemplating 
with  complacency  the  commixture  of  their  blood  with  that  of  their  negroes,  and  the  trans- 
mission to  ajnongrel  progeny  of  the  political  inheritance  they  were  amassing.  Hence, 

I presume  that  by  the  words  “ ourselves  and  our  posterity,”  in  the  preamble  of  the  con- 
stitution, they  meant  to  secure  to  white  men  the  blessings  of  liberty.  I am  confirmed  in 
that  opinion  by  the  intrinsic  evidenee  of  the  constitution  itself. 

As  slaves  were  then  recognized  as  property  by  nearly  all  of  Christendom,  and  by  all 
the  States  of  the  confederacy  but  one,  and  as  no  power  was  given  Congress  to  define  prop- 
erty, except  as  to  money  or  to  abolish  property,  slave  owners  would  have  been  entitled 
to  governmental  protection  of  their  slave  property,  without  any  constitutional  recogni- 
tion of  it,  by  force  of  those  clauses  of  the  constitution  which  I have  quoted,  and,  even 
without  these,  by  virtue  of  those  fundamental  principles  of  society  to  which  I have  al- 
luded. 

But  the  framers  of  that  charter  did  not  rest  their  rights  upon  necessity  intendment  or 
implication  from  those  clauses  of  the  constitution,  or  from  general  principles  of  social 
organization  ; but  superadded  cumulative,  specific,  and  stringent  provisions  for  the  pro- 
tection and  preservation  of  slave  property. 

It  was,  as  Mr.  Madison  said  in  the  Federal  constitution,  the  most  material  cause  of 
the  div'sion  of  interests  of  the  United  States,  and  was  to  be  adjusted  before  a common 
government  was  formed.  It  was  one  of  those  “particular  interests”  the  convention  had 
to  provide  for  and  defend,  in  order  to  secure  the  Union  of  South  Carolina  and  Georgia, 
and  North  Carolina,  with  the  other  States.  Renee,  no  power  was  given  Congress  to 
abolish,  impair,  circumscribe,  or  restraiu  that  institution,  but,  on  the  contrary,  the 
framers  of  the  constitution  provided  for  augmenting,  strengthening,  guaranteeing,  and 
maintaining  it. 

They  recognised,  tolerated,  and  even  encouraged  it,  in  sanctioning  the  importation  of 
slaves,  by  expressly  denying  to  Congress  power  to  prohibit  it  before  1808,  or  to  impose 
on  it  a tax  or  duty  exceeding  $10  for  each  negro  imported  : and  by  further  inhibiting 
the  States  from  amending  that  clause  of  the  constitution  within  that  period. 

Here  was  given  the  triple  guarantee  of  the  States  and  Federal  Government  for  the 
augmentation  of  slavery,  in  inhibiting  Congress  from  suppressing  the  slave  trade,  or  from 
discouraging  it  by  heavy  taxes  or  duties,  and  in  inhibiting  the  States  from  empowering 
Congress  to  suppress  or  restrain  it  by  amending  that  clause,  for  twenty  years.  But  while, 
the  power  of  Congress  to  prohibit  or  discourage  was  thus  limited,  no  limitation  was 


placed  on  ils  power  to  extend,  revive,  or  even  perpetuate  the  slave  trade.  The  consti- 
tution said  to  Congress,  you  shall  not  prohibit  the  importation  of  slaves  for  20  years, 
but,  thereafter,  you  may  prohibit  or  allow  it.  And  Congress  might,  at  this  day,  license 
that  trade  with  strict  conformity  to  the  spil’it  and  intent  of  the  constitution.  Yet, 
strange  to  tell,  this  clause  of  the  constitution  has  been  cited  as  proof  of  its  disfavor  of 
slavery. 

They  not  only  recognized,  but  consolidated -and  strengthened  slavery,  by  adopting  it 
as  a federal  institution,  in  making  it  the  basis  of  federal  representation  and  of  federal 
taxation;  thus  preferring  and  fostering  it  above  all  othor  property,  by  miking  it  alone, 
of  all  property,  an  element  of  political  power  in  the  Union,  as  well  as  a source  of  reve- 
nue to  the  Federal  Government. 

Inasmuch  as  the  “ revenue  is  the  State,”  or,  without  revenue,  the  State  could  not 
exist,  and  as  representation  is  a vital  ^principle  of  republics,  it  may  be  truly  said  that 
the  Federal  Union  owes  its  being  at  this  day,  and  its  birth  in  1788,  in  part  to  slavery 
and  that  slavery  enters  into  the  very  life-blood  of  the  Federal  Government. 

The  constitution  recognizes  slavery  as  a federal  institution  in  providing  for  its  pro- 
tection and  preservation,  by  inhibiting  each  State  from  destroying  or  impaling  the  light 
of  property  in' slaves,  by  any  law  or  regulation  discharging  Irom  service  any  slave  that 
may  escape  into  it,  and  by  requiring  that  he  be  delivered  up  on  claim  of  bis  master.  “At 
that  time,  [says  Chancellor  Walworth.,  in  Jack  vs.  Martin,  Id  Wend.,  526.]  the  existence 
of  involuntary  servitude,  or  the  relation  of  master  and  servant,  was  known  to,  and  re- 
cognized by  the  laws  of  every  State  in  the  Union,  except  Massachusetts;  and  the  legal  right 
\ of  recaption  by  the  master  existed -in  all,  as  apart  of  the  customary  or  common  law  of 

THE  WHOLE  CONFEDERACY.” 

Yet,  notwithstanding  this  customary  or  common  law,  the  constitutional  right  of  recap- 
tion and  constitutional  obligation  not  to  discharge  but  to  deliver,  were  superadded,  as 
higher  and  stronger  and  surer  guarantees  for  the  defence  and  preservation  of  slavery. 

Thus  are  slaves  acknowledged  and  warranted  in  the  constitution  as  property : property 
to  be  imported — to  be  taxed,  to  be  represented,  to  be  delivered  upon  demand  of  the 
master.  Thus  was  slavery  shown,  in  several  respects  by  the  federal  constitution — pe- 
| culiar  favor  instead  of  disfavor.  It  is  the  only  property  that  is  specifically  provided  for 
and  placed  beneath  the  asgis  of  the  Union.  The  constitution  recognizes  it  as  a reserved 
right  of  the  people  and  of  the  States,  but  imposes  a federal  duty  on  the  States  and  their 
common  government  to  respect  and  uphold  it,  in  several  particulars  and  relations,  above 
all  other  property.  Power  to  abolish,  circumscribe  or  restrain  it,  is  withheld,  but  power 
is  granted  and  the  duty  imposed  on  the  Federal  Government  to  protect  and  preserve  it. 
Congress  cannot  touch  it,  except  to  take  care  of  it. 

The  constitution  further  guarantees  the  institution  of  slavery  in  two  other  clauses, 
by  empowering  Congress  to  call  forth  the  militia  to  suppress  insurrections  atjd  repel  in- 
vasions, and  by  requiring  the  United  States  to  protect  each  State  against  invasion,  and 
on  application  of  her  legislature,  or  executive  (when  the  legislature  cannot  be  convened) 
against  domestic  violence.  Thus,  by  delegations  and  prohibitions  of  power,  the  framers 
; of  the  constitution  endeavored  to  hedge  about,  guard  and  fortify  slave  property  against 
all  assaults  and  above  all  other  property. 

But,  notwithstanding,  property  is  the  foundation  of  the  social  fabric  ; notwithstanding, 
slave  property  was  recognized  by  nearly  all  Chr  stendom,  by  all  the  States  of  the  con- 
federation, and  was  held  in  ail,  but  one,  when  the  constitution  was  adopted  ; notwith- 
standing the  framers  of  that  instrument  were  slave  owners  or  representatives  of  slave 
owners  ; notwithstanding  it  is  so  zealously  and  sedulously  guarded  and  guaranteed  in 
I that  constitution;  notwithstanding  it  formed  one  of  the  laws  of  the  Federal  Union, 
enters  into  the  frame- work  of  the  Federal  Government,  is  one  of  the  aliments  of  its  ex- 
istence, is  one  of  the  elements  of  the  life-blood  that  courses  through  the  veins  of  the 
Federal  Republic,  and  is  entitled  to  the  defence  of  its  sword  and  shield;  the  Northern 
Republican  party  is  pledged  by  its  party  platform  of  1856,  and  by  the  principles  and 
policy  of  its  leaders,  proclaimed  here,  to  a war  of  extermination  upon  slavery.  I shall 
quote  from  that  platform  instead  of  the  speeches  of  Senator's,  because  they  but  elaborate 
the  ideas  it  contains,  and  it  is  the  most  authorative,  as  well  as  the  most  condensed  sum- 
mary of  their  party  creed.  That  Philadelphia  platform  of  June,  1856,  denounces  slavery 
as  barbarous,  unchristian,  contrary  to  the  law  of  nature,  the  Declaration  of  Independ- 
ence, and  the  purpose  and  design  of  the  Federal  Government. 

The  first,  resolution  pledges  the  party  to  maintain  the  principles  promulgated  in  the 
declaration  and  embraced  in  the  constitution: 

The  second  resolution  specifies  those  principles  to  be  the  right  of  all  men  to  life,  liberty, 
&c.,  and  declares  “ the  primary  object  and  ulterior  design  of  our  Federal  Government  were 
to  secure  those  rights  to  all  persons  .within  ils  exclusive  jurisdiction.” 

It  asserts  that  those  principles  promulgated  in  the  declaration,  are  embodied  in  the 
constitution,  and  to  maintain  them  “is  essential  to  the  preservation  of  our  republican  in- 
stitutions.” 

It  denies  “ the  authority  of  Congress,  of  a Territorial  Legislature,  or  of  any  individual 
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r association  of  individuals,  to  (jive  legal  assistance  to  slavery  in  any  Territory  of  the 
United  States  while  the  present  constitution  shall  be  maintained.”  It  claims  “ that  the  con- 
stitution confers  on  Congress  sovereign  power  over  the  Territories  of  the  Unite  ! States 
for  their  government,  and  that,  in  the  exer.cise  of  this  power,  it  is  both  the  right  and  the 
duty  of  Congress  to  prohibit  in  the  Territories  those  twin  relics  of  barbarism — polygamy  and 
slavery.” 

The  preamble  of  the  constitution  declares  its  object  was  to  secure  liberty  to  white  men — 
if,  forsooth,  by  “ ourselves  and  our  posterity”  the  framers  meant  to  designate  the  Cau- 
casiou  race.  But  this  platform  blackens  the  faces  or  the  fame  of  the  framers  of  that  in- 
strument, by  declaring  those  words  embrace,  or  were  intended  to  embrace,  the  African 
race,  or  a mongrel  race  of  white  and  black. 

The  constitution  recognises  property  in  negro  slavbs  in  at  least  three  clauses,  encourages 
its  acquisition,  and  binds  the  Federal  Government  to  assist  in  maintaining  the  owners 
right  to,  and  possession  of  such  property.  But  this  platform  asserts  the  inalienable  right 
of  all  men  to  liberty,  by  virtue  of  the  laws  of  God,  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  and 
the  Federal  Constitution ! And  Northern  Republican  Senators  frequently  deny  here  in 
explicit  words  that  there  cm  be  any  property  in  man  ! 

The  Constitution  guaranteed  to  each  State  its  reserved  right  to  import  slaves,  and  pro- 
vided that  the  Federal  Government  should  participate  in  the  profits  of  their  importation,  for 
the  first  twenty  years  alter  the  birtn  of  that  government;  thus  providing  for  the  protec- 
tion of  slave  property  on  board  of  vessels  bearing  the  federal  flag  on  the  high  seas,  where 
its  jurisdiction  was  exclusive  of  the  States  and  of  any  other  government.  But  this  plat- 
form alleges  the  primary  object  of  that  government  was  to  secure  liberty  to  all  persons 
within  its  exclusive  jurisdiction  ! 

The  constitution  guarantees  to  slave  property  representation  in  Congress,  thus  recog- 
nizing it  as  one  of  the  elements  of  our  republicanism.  But  this  platform  alleges,  that 
the  maintenance  of  the  l ight  of  all  men  to  liberty  is  essential  to  the  preservation  o<J  our 
republican  institutions. 

The  constitution  recognized  slavery  as  of  federal  importance,  and  having  a federal  ex- 
istence, and  encouraged  the  indefinite  multiplication  of  slaves  by  importation,  and  tbeir 
illimitable  expansion,  by  giving  its  sanction  to  the  foreign  slave-trade,  and  by  securiog 
to  each  State  the  right  of  importation  of  slaves.  All  power  to  interdict  or  interfere 
with  the  inter-State  slave-trade,  also,  was  withheld. 

One  of  the  arguments  used  by  Mr.  Mason,  of  Virginia,  in  the  Federal  Convention, 
against  the  foreign  slave-trade  was,  the  spread  of  slavery  over  those  Territories  west  of 
Virginia,  North  Carolina  and  Georgia.  After  alluding  to  the  prohibition  of  slavery  by 
Maryland,  Virginia,  and  North  Carolina,  he  said:  “All  this  will  be  in  vain  if  South 
Carolina  and  Georgia  be  at  liberty  to  import.  The  western  people  are  already  calling  out 
for  slaves  for  their  new  lands,  and  will  fill  that  country  with  slaves  if  they  can  be  gotten 
through  South  Carolina  and  Georgia.”  Thus  forewarned  that  slavery  would  take  its  way 
westward,  bejond  the  limits  of  the  orignal  States,  and  would  be  used  to  form  other  and 
new  States,  and  urged  to  prevent  this  consummation,  the  framers  of  the  constitution 
refused  to  do  so,  but  gave  their  assent  and  encouragement  to  its  expansion  over  the 
western  wilderness  But  this  platform  repudiates  slavery  as  without  the  pale  of  federal 
protection,  where  the  Federal  Government  has  exclusive  legislation,  denies  the  power 
of  Congress,  or  of  any  Territorial  Legislature,  or  of  any  person,  to  aid  or  protect  it  in 
the  Territories,  and  maintains  the  power  and  duty  of  Congress  to  prohibit  or  abolish  it 
in  the  Territories. 

The  constitution  provided  for  augmenting,  consolidating,  preserving  and  perpetuating 
slavery,  by  making  it  one  of  the  pillars  of  the  General  Government,  in  securing  its  repre- 
sentation, and  by  binding  the  government  to  protect  it  against  foes  within  or  without  the 
Union,  in  inhibiting  the  discharge  from  service  of  a fugitive  slave  by  any  law  or  regula- 
tion of  any  Stae,  and  in  pledging  the  States  and  their  common  government  to  protect  it 
against  foreign  invasion  or  domestic  insurrection.  But  this  platform  maintains  that  the 
primary  object  and  ulterior  design  of  our  Federal  Government  was  to  secure  liberty  to  all 
men  within  its  exclusive  jurisdiction. 

The  constitution  conferred  on  Congress  no  power  to  define  property,  except  money. 
But  this  platform  claims  for  it  power  to  say  what  shall,  and  shall  not  be  property  where- 
cver  it  has  exclusive  jurisdiction.  The  constitution  conferred  on  Congress  no  power  to 
discharge  any  article  from  being  property.  But  this  platform  claims  the  right  of  Con- 
gress to  discharge  negroes  from  being  property.  Our  ancestors  declared  they  regarded 
the  giving  of  their  property  by  their  own  consent,  the  inalienable  birthright  of  the  British 
subject;  but  you,  Northern  Republicans,  assert  your  right  to  take  away  the  property 
of  American  people,  who  are  sovereigns  and  not  subjects,  against  their  consent. 

Your  platform  expressly  repudiates  the  obligations  of  the  constitution.  It  is  hostile  to 
rights  of  property  existing  before  the  Union  in  all  the  States,  which  formed  one  of  the 
bases  of  the  Union,  and  which  are  better  graduated  by  the  constitution  than  any  other 
property  in  the  Union. 
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If  Congress  Inis  no  authority  to  give  legal  assistance  to  slavery  iu  a Territory,  it  can- 
not give  it  any  assistance  in  this  District,  in  any  navy  yard,  fort,  arsenal,  barracks,  hos- 
pital custom  house,  court  house,  or  prison  belonging  to  the  Federal  Government,  or  on  any 
spot  on  sea  or  land  covered  by  the  federal  flag,  and  not  under  the  jurisdiction  of  a State. 

If  it  may  not  pass  laws  for  the  recapture  of  a fugative  slave  in  a Territory,  it  may  not 
pass  laws  for  liis  recapture  anywhere  within  the  exclusive  jurisdiction  of  the  Federal 
Government.  The  power  of  Congress  is  certainly  as  great  in  this  District,  or  in  any 
navy  yard,  fort,  or  any  of  the  places  designated  as  in  a Territory;  for  iu  those  places  the 
right  of  exclusive  legislation  is  expressly  granted  to  Congre-s. 

The  federal  flag  that  covers  slave  property  on  board  a vessel  at  sea,  or  in  this  District, 
a navy  yard,  or  fort  on  land,  instead  of  being  an  emblem  of  protection,  is  like  the  blue 
lights  iu  our  last  war  with' Great  Britain — an  invitation  to  plunder,  held  out  to  foreign 
and  domestic  foes. 

If  Congress  cannot  pass  laws  for  securing  the  right  of  recaption  of  fugative  slaves  in  the 
Territories,  or  in  this  District,  or  in  a navy  yard  within  the  States,  or  in  any  place 
where  the  federal  jurisdiction  is  exclusive , a fortiori : it  cannot  pass  laws  for  recovery  of 
fugative  slaves  in  the  States,  - where  its  power  is  concurrent;  for  its  power  is  certainly 
more  limited  where  it  is  concurrent  than  where  it  is  exclusive. 

Under  the  Northern  Republican  administration  of  the  government,  if  the  slaveholder 
carry  his  property  into  a Territory,  this  District,  a navy  yard,  on  sea.  in  a non-slave 
holding  State,  anywhere  beyond  the  limit  and  jurisdiction  of  the  slaveholding  States,  he 
must  do  so  at  peril  of  its  loss.  If  robbed  by  a public  enemy  or  a domestic  foe,  the  go- 
vernment would  not  enforce  restoration  of  his  property  or  exact  indemnity.  Iu  such 
case  it  must  look  on  an  impassive  and  neutral  spectator.  It  must  abdicate  its  power, 
or  abnegate  its  duly  to  protect  that  property.  The  government  will  be  potent  to  des- 
troy, but  impotent  to  protect.  It  may  and  must  prohibit,  deny,  aud  defeat  his  right  of 
property,  otuside  of  the  slaveholding  States,  but  may  not,  and  cannot,  admit,  sustain, 
and  secure  that  right.  The  slaveholder  must  live  in  perpetual  quarantine,  confined  to 
the  spot  on  which  he  resides,  denied  all  egress  by  land  or  sea,  in  the  Territories,  nou- 
slaveholdlng  States,  this  District,  or  the  public  vessels,  under  menace  if  robbery  of  his 
property,  without  recovery  or  indemnity.  He  must  keep  in  his  prison-bounds  or  become 
an  outlaw,  beyond  governmental  protection. 

The  government  must  not  only  abdicate  its  power  to  protect.it  must  confederate  with 
his  enemies  to  destroy,  the  slaveholders’  property.  It  must  discriminate  against  the 
South  in  favor  of  the  North.  It  must  denounce  Southern  laws,  defining  and  regulating 
property,  as  inhuman  and  execrable — Northern  laws  as  benign  aud  admirable.  It  must 
sustain  the  latter  and  counteract  the  former.  Congress  and  the  federal  executive  officers 
must  become  allies  of  abolition,  and  in  compliance  with  the  behests  of  the  original  Ameri- 
can Anti-Slavery  Society,  established  in  1833,  “must  abolish  slavery  in  all  those  por- 
tions of  our  common  country  which  come  under  its  control,”  or,  in  the  language  of  this 
Northern  Republican  platform,  “ must  secure  the  right  of  liberty  to  all  persons  within 
its  exclusive  jurisdiction.”  In  other  words,  Congress  must  abolish  slavery  in  this  ids. 
trict,  the  navy  and  dock  yards,  forts  and  arsenals,  and  vessels  at  sea;  must  inhibit  in 
the  Territories,  inhibit  the  inter-state  slave  trade,  repeal  the  fugative  slave  act,  aud,  in 
language  of  abolition  orators  and  essayists,  must  “ sever  the  government  from  all  connec- 
tion with  slavery,”  and  “efface  so  foul  a blot  from  the  national  escutcheon  ” Thus  the 
constitution,  which  was  designed  to  serve  as  a shield  to  protect,  is  converted  into  a sword 
to  destroy  slave  property.  Such  is  the  programme  of  federal  legislation  laid  down  by 
abolition  societies  for  a quarter  of  a century,  and  such  is  the  import  and  meaning  of 
this  Northern  Republican  platform.  Those  societies  declare  their  meaning  in  language 
not  to  be  misunderstood.  This  platform  only  announces  the  single  measure  of  inhibiting 
slavery  in  the  Territories  ; but  its  declaration  of  principles  and  of  the  power  and  duty  of 
Congress,  commits  that  party  to  all  the  measures  of  those  societies.  Those  measures 
are  the  logical  and  necessary  consequence  of  the  principles  of  the  platform  putin  act. 

Yea  more,  the  right  and  duty  of  Congress  to  assail  slavery  in  the  States  may  be  fairly 
deduced  from  the  doctrines  of  this  platform,  notwithstanding  the  vain  boast  that  “ the 
rights  of  the  States,  aud  the  Union  of  the  Slates,  shall  be  preserved.”  It  declares  the 
principles  promulgated  in  the  declaration  are  embodied  in  the  constitution — pledges  the 
party  to  maintain  those  principles — asserts  those  principles,  thus  promulgated  and  em- 
bodied, to  be  the  right  of  all  men  to  liberty,  $c.  ; and  alleges  that  the  primary  object  and 
-ulterior  design  of  the  Federal  Government  was  to  secure  liberty  to  all  men,  within  its  exclusive 
jurisdiction.  If  true,  why  should  not  Congress  so  legislate  as  to  secure  liberty  to  all 
persons  iu  the  United  States  ? Where  in  the  constitution,  is  found  this  right  of  ull  men 
to  liberty;  or  that  to  secure  this  right  to  all  men,  within  the  exclusive  jurisdiction  of 
the  Federal  Government,  was  the  primary  object  and  ulterior  design  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment ? Wherein  the  constitution  do  you  find  evidence  that  it  was  the  design  of  the 
Federal  Government  to  secure  liberty  to  negro  slaves  ? Where,  in  that  instrument,  do 
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you  find  a design  to  secure  liberty  to  negroes  wherever  the  Federal  Government  had 
exclusive  jurisdiction?  Where  is  the  proof  of  any  intention  of  the  framers  of  that  in- 
strument to  seeure  liberty  to  all  men  in  a territory,  or  in  this  District,  but  not  in  the 
several  states  ? What  privilege,  immunity,  or  liberty  is  guaranteed  in  a Terrritoy, 
that  is  not  equally  guaranteed  in  the  Stales.  It  cannot  be  found.  There  is  mo  evi- 
dence of  a design  to  secure  other  or  greater  blessings,  liberties,  or  rights  to  men  within 
a territory  or  where  the  power  of  the  Federal  Government  is  exclusive  of  the  State  go- 
vernments, than  to  men  within  a State,  or  where  the  Federal  and  state  governments  may 
operate  concurrently.  There  can  be  shown  no  contrary  or  antagonistic  designs  in  the 
Federal  Constitution.  If  it  had  an  anti-Slavery  design  upon  the  Territories,  it  had  the 
same  design  upon  the  States,  and  must  carry  out  that  design,  to  the  extent  of  its  powers, 
in  the  latter  as  well  ns  the  former. 

There  is  abundant  evidence  in  the  constitution  of  the  design  of  the  framers  to  show  no 
geographical,  sectional,  or  personal  partialities,  put,  on  the  contrary,  to  secure  the  same 
common  and  equal  rights,  privileges,  immunities,  and  blessings  to  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  wherever  they  might  dwell  within  the  bounds  of  its  operation.  It  was  intended  to 
secure  the  blessing  of  liberty  to  “ ourselves  and  our  posterity”  throughout  the  Union, 
where  it  was  to  operate  exclusively  or  directly,  a d where  it  was  to  operate  concurrently 
or  indirectly . It'  it  was  formed  by  negroes  or  for  negroes,  as  well  as  white  men;  if  the 
sweeping  generalities  and  cabalistic  abstractions  of  the  Declaration  about  the  liberty  and 
equality  of  all  men,  are  embodied  in  the  constitution;  if  the  words,  “ourselves  and  our 
posterity,”  for  whom  it  was  formed,  embrace  blacks,  as  well  as  white  men,  (as  alleged  by 
this  platform,)  then  those  who  administer  the  government  are  bound  to  exertits  powers 
to  the  extent  given  in  the  constitution,  so  as  to  abolish  slavery  in  the  States.  It  was 
formed  with  no  double  meaning  or  contrary  objects  and  designs  but  with  the’  same 
meaning,  object,  and  design  in  States  or  Territories.  If  its  objects  and  design  were  to 
secure  liberty  to  all  men  any  where,  the  same  object  and  design  in  every  other  place  may 
be  deduced  from  the  same  premises. 

This  platform  thus  pledges  that  party,  if  they  get  the  control  of  this  government,  to 
exert  it  on  the  side  of  negro  freedom  everywhere.  It  warrants  and  encourages  as- 
saults upon  thd  right  to  slave  property  in  the  States,  notwithstanding  its  expressed  regard 
for  the  rights  of  the  States.  If  its  principles  be  embodied  in  the  constitution,  then  its 
framers  were  guilty  of  the  insane  folly  of  founding  a government  for  the  destruction  of 
the  property  of  its  citizens  ; fur  encouraging  foreign  nations  to  plunder  them  and  one 
class  of  States  or  citizens  to  plunder  anotherclass  of  States  or  citizens  ; a government  for 
taking  their  property  without  just  compensation  therefor  ; for  depriving  them  of  their 
property  without  due  process  of  law  ; for  taking  their  property  without  their  conseut. 
And  they  did  this  while  protesting  against  the  sovereign  power  of  the  mother  country  over 
their  property,  while  professing  a contrary  purpose  and  design,  and  wliiie  actually  pro- 
viding agaiust  the  invasion  or  abuse  of  their  rights  of  property  ! 

The  principles  enunciated  in  this  platform  and  expressed  on  this  floor  by  Northern 
Republicans,  if  they  ever  prevail  in  the  administration  of  the  Federal  Government,  will 
place  the  slaveholding  States  under  its  ban  and  induce  abuses  and  oppressions  such  ns 
no  brave  and  free  people  will  long  endure.  They  condemn  the  political  and  social  insti. 
tutions  of  those  States  as  barbarous  and  inhuman.  They  deny  their  equality  in  the 
Union,  and  the  equality  of  the  slaveholder  among  the  citizens  of  the  Union.  They  pro- 
nounce against  him  sentence  of  outlawry.  They  denounce  his  title  to  his  slave  proper- 
ty to  be  irreconcilable  with  the  Divine  law,  the  law  of  nature,  or  of  nations,  or  even  the 
constitution  of  his  country  ! They  reprobate  the  institution  of  slavery  as  hostile  to  our 
Republican  institutions,  as  the  crime  of  the  south  and  the  reproach  of  the  Union. 

What  can  we  expect  but  neglect  and  disregard  of  our  claim  to  protection  of  our  prop- 
erty from  those  who  deny  our  title?  What  can  we  expect  but  habitual  and  systematic 
insult,  injury  and  outrage,  from  those  who  profess  to  abhor,  contemn  and  loath  our  do- 
mestic institutions — condemning  alike  “ those  twin  relics  of  barbarism — polygamy  and 
slavery.”  What  respect  for  our  right  of  property  in  slaves  can  we  expect  from  those 
who  maintain  that  they  are  bound  by  the  constitution,  as  well  as  “ higher  law,”  to  se- 
cure the  blessings  of  liberty  to  all  men  ? What,  inducement  or  motive  could  the  South 
have  to  remain  in  the  Union  under  a Federal  Government  whose  legislative,  executive 
and  judicial  departments  were  administered  by  men  Imbued  with  the  sentimeuts,  prin- 
ciples and  opinions  which  Northern  Republicans  entertain  or  profess  ? The  South  united 
with  the  North  in  conferring  on  their  common  government  certain  powers  to  fulfil  certain 
duties.  If  it  refuse  to  discharge  those  duties  it  betrays  our  trust.  Protection  in  the 
enjoyment  of  equal  rights  and  privileges,  iu  equal  security  of  person  and  of  property,  is 
the  political  bond  of  our  Union.  If  such  protection  be  denied  the  bond  is  broken,  and 
she  can  have  no  worthy  motive  for  longer  preserving  the  Union.  The  Federal  Govern- 
ment will  become  towaids  her  a worse  tyranny  than  that  of  any  autocrat.  It  will  exact 
support  without  yielding  protection.  It  will  extoit  tribute,  not  for  her  advantage,  but 


for  Northern  aggrandizement:  not  for  her  defence,  -but  for  her  despoliation;  not  to 
maintain  her  independence,  but  to  effect  her  subjugation.  It  will  require  of  the  South 
payment  of  taxes  and  performance  of  military  duty  to  acquire  territory,  and  yet  deny 
: her  any  share  of  it.  or  admission  into  it — in  virtue  of  the  power  claimed  and  the  duty  felt 
to  prohibit  therein  “ those  twin  relics  of  barbarism,  polygamy,  and  slavery.”  It  will  tax 
us  and  our  slaves  to  support  armies  and  navies,  and  yet  refuse  to  exact  or, demand  in- 
demuity  for  slave  property  stolen  or  snatched  from  us  by  foreign  foes — upon  the  grouud 
that  such  property  is  not  recognized  by  Christian  nations.  It  will  tax  us  and  our  slaves 
to  support  a judiciary  that  will  always  decide  for  the  freedom  of  the  fugitive  slave  and 
;!  against  slavery — upon  the  ground  that  the  constitution  does  not  recognize  or  protect 
i slave  property — in  order  to  achieve  that  reform  the  Senator  from  New  York  (Mr.  Se- 
ward) so  loudly  anticipates  and  so  confidently'  predicts.  It  will  tax  us  aud  our  slaves 
to  support  post  offices  aud  carry  mails,  to  disseminate  incendiary  documents  among  our 
slaves  and  iucite  them  to  insurrection,  arson  aud  assassination — in  order  to  prevent  any 
! abridgment  of  the  freedom  of  the  press.  It  will  tax  us  and  our  slaves  to  support  soldiers 
to  mau  forts,  arsenals  and  navy  yards,  and.to  keep  a Federal  constabulary  iu  our  towns, 
to  vindicate  freedom  of  speech,  or  the  right  to  tell  our  slaves  that  they  are  oppressed 
di  and  should  slay  their  oppressors.  It  will  tax  us  aud  our  slaves  to  build  forts,  arsenals 
>>:  navy  yards,  custom  and  court-houses,  which  shall  serve  as  sanctuaries  for  fugitive  s aves. 
j It  will  tax  us  and  our  slaves  to  keep  its  janissaries  on  the  highways  that  lead  across  the 
$!  boundaries  of  the  slaveholuing  States,  to  prevent  the  carrying  of  slaves  from  one  State 
to  another — asserting  it  right  to  do  so,  under  the  power  granted  Congress  to  regulate 
commerce.  It  would  effect  the  destruction  of  the  institution  of  slavery,  by  these  iudirect 
ji  means,  and  within  the  letter  of  the  constitution,  though  in  utter  violation  of  its  spirit 
; aud  meaning:  It  would  render  that  property  not  only  insecure,,  and  valueless,  but 
a curse  aud  a torment  to  the  Southern  people.  In  fact,  it  would  subvert  our  State  gov- 
ernments and  our  social  organism,  without,  perhaps,  ever  passing  any  act  of  Congress 
' directly  abolishing  slavery  in  the  States.  Suffer  that  party  to  take  into  its  control  the 
' legislative,  executive  and  judicial  powers  of  this  government — extending  its  Briarean 
arms  around  and  over  the  entire  southern  States — and  it  would  stealthily  aud  gradually 
achieve  their  ruin  and  desolation.  It  would  distil  from  the  fruit  of  southern  fields  the 
total  poison  it  vtouid  administer  to  their  owners. 

None  can  deny  the  justness  of  these  charges  who  believe  you  Northern  Republicans 
are  sincere  in  the  faith  you  profess,  or  would  redeem  the  pledges  you  have  given.  That 
you  would  break  through  all  constitutional  restraint  and  go  to  the  furthest  extreme,  to 
despoil  and  subjugate  us,  in  order  to  gratify  fanaticism,  avarice  aud  ambition,  we  have 
full  assurance  in  the  sad  experience  of  Kansas,  aud  in  the  admonitory  lessons  of  the  last 
Congress.  If  these  prophetic  warnings  are  not  unnoticed  or  unheeded  by  the  South, 
she  will  be  forearmed  for  those  struggles  for  dominion  which  we  are  assured  by  the 
> Senator  from  New  York  (Mr.  Seward)  the  freemen  of  the  North  will  continue  in  the  ler- 

Iritories  and  in  the  slaveholding  States,  until  the  foot  of  a slave  does  not  press  the  soil  of 
the  United  States. 

With  the  control  of  but  one  House  of  Congress,  and  opposed  by  the  other  and  by  the 
Executive  and  judiciary,  you  tried,  with  sublime  audacity,  to  seize  the  reigns  of  govern- 
ment and  absorb  the  powers  of  all  its  departments,  in  order  to  expel  slavery  from  Kansas 

I and  annihilate  Southern  power  in  that  Territory.  To  achieve  that  purpose,  you  en- 
deavored to  arrest  the  wheels  of  government  and  to  revolutionize  it,  to  nullify  all  laws 
'■  and  subvert  all  authority  in  Kansas,  and  to  subject  its  people  to  all  the  horrors  of  anarchy 
and  fratricidal  war.  Great  indeed  woul-1  be  the  humiliation  and  degradation  of  submis- 
sion to  your  demand,  by  surrendering  to  you  the  exclusive  occupancy  of  all  the  Terri- 
tories of  the  United  States.  But  that  would  not  purchase  our  peace  or  satisfy  your  de- 
mands. And  if  the  South  decide  to  yield  this  demand,  in  the  vain  hope  of  an  inglorious 
l"  peace,  let  her  check  her  pride  and  make  up  her  mind  with  becoming  meekness  and  hu- 
mility to  live,  while  she  is  let  live,  in  a state  of  subjugation,  subordination  and  sub- 
serviency  to  the  North,  impetrating  mercy  of  her  masters  instead  of  exacting  justice  o 
i her  equals. 

I do  not  doubt  that  you  think  she  will  yield  all  you  demand.  I do  not  doubt  you  be- 
' lieve  ymu  can  extort  from  her  fears  of  your  power  all  that  you  cannot  seduce' from  her 
love  of  the  Union.  I believe  you  expect  to  excite  discord  among  her  own  sons,  and  to 
array  against  the  slaveholders  all  who  are  not  slaveholders,  by  persuading  these  that 
they  are  oppressed  and  wronged.  But  the  example  of  Kansas,  where  th^re  cannot  have 
been  more  than  two  hundred  slaveholders  out  of  six  thousand  pro  slavery  voters,  should 
have  taught  you,  that  the  sons  of  the  South  know  and  feel  that  they  have  a common  in- 
i' terestin  preserving  the  institution  of  slavery — that  they  must  keep  the  negro  in  his 
normal  condition  of  slavery  or  destroy  him,  or  surrender  to  him  their  country.  I do  not 
fear  that  you  can  delude  and  beguile  them  to  their  own  self-destruction,  or  the  desolation 
of  their  country.  I know  you  count  largely  upon  the  defections  and  desertions  of  South 
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era  leaders,  and  I confess,  with  shame  and  regret,  that  you  have  but  too  gord  reason  for 
your  calculations  in  the  mortifying  examples  we  have  furnished  of  those  who  have  betray- 
ed their  trust  aud  broken  their  allegiance  to  the  South,  not,  perhaps,  because  they  loved 
her  less,  but  the  Union  more,  and  themselves  most.  I know  it  is  idle  to  try  to  disenchant 
your  minds  of  impressions  which  you  are  fond  to  retain  and  wish  to  be  true,  but  which 
I think  dishonor  the  South,  wrong  the  North,  and  may  dissolve  the  Union.  Yet,  at  the 
hazard  of  your  ridicule,  I must  tell  you  that  Alabama,  iu  common  with  all  her  Southern 
sisters  but  two,  has  by  the  universal  voice  of  her  people,  as  expressed  by  party  conven- 
tions, by  popular  assemblies,  and  by  her  late  and  former  Legislatures,  resolved — “ that 
she  will  and  ought  to  resist,  even  (as  a last  resort)  to  a disruption  of  every  tie  which  binds 
her  to  the  Union,  any  action  of  Congress  upon  the  subject  of  slavery  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  or  in  places  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  Congress,  incompatible  with  the 
safety,  the  domestic  tranquility,  the  rights  and  honor  of  the  slaveholding  States;  or  any 
refusal  to  admit  as  a SChte  any  Territory  hereafter  applying,  because  of  the  existence  of 
slavery  therein ; or  any  act  prohibiting  the  yitroduction  of  slavery  into  the  Territories 

*****;  or  any  act  repealing  or  materially  modifying  the  law  now  in  force 
for  the  recovery  of  fugitive  slaves.” 

If  this  be  mere  bravado,  she  shares  the  folly  and  the  shame  in  common  with  twelve  of 
her  Southern  sisters.  While  1 have  indulged,  and  shall  indulge,  in  no  menace,  or  prom- 
ise or  phi-'  phecy  of  her  course,  yet  I can,  aud  will  say.  for  myself,  that  in  the  day  of  her 
self-degradation,  by  disregarding  her  pledges  and  submitting  to  your  government,  I will 
not  sit  here  to  endure  the  contumely  aud  reproach  which  you  justfy  may,  and  certainly 
will,  heap  upon  the  heads  of  her  Senators. 

Mr.  President,  I have  not  been  addicted  to  singing  pteans  or  uttering  eulogies  upon  the 
Union,  or  accustomed  to  regarding  it  as  ‘'the  paramount  political  good,”  or  “the  primary 
object  of  patriotic  desire.”  I have  ever  fell  that  1 owed  my  first  and  highest  allegiance 
to  my  State,  and  that  her  sovereignty,  her  independence,  and  her  honor,  even  without 
the  Union  should  be  dearer  to  her  sons,  than  the  Union  and  her  subordination,  depen- 
dence, and  dishonor  within  it.  Yet,  sir,  the  Union  of  the  constitution,  which  our  fath- 
ers made,  I love  and  reverence  and  would  preserve  ; but  this  Union,  without  the  con- 
stitution, or  with  it,  as  construed  by  Northern  Republicans,  I abhor  and  scorn,  and  would 
dissolve,  if  my  power  were  equal  to  my  will.  To  this  Union,  the  South  is  commended 
as  a choice  of  evils,  and  commanded  with  menaces  of  compulsion.  Whether  she  will  choose 
the  Union  as  a lesser  evil  or  submit  to  it  by  compulsion  and  abandon  her  Self-Govern- 
ment and  surrender  her  destinies  to  your  control,  j'ou  will  surely  test,  if  you  get  the  pow- 
er, and  time  will  surely  prove.  If  she  yield  to  your  advice  or  to  your  commands,  she 
will  deserve  to  suffer  all  the  wrong  and  all  the  shame  you  can  and  will  accumulate  upon 
her  head.  But  as  honor,  interest,  self-preservation — all  that  is  dear  to  freemen — all  urge 
her  to  maintain  her  individuality  and  equality  as  sovereign  States,  either  within  or  with- 
out the  Union,  I trust  she  will  give  you  full  demonstration  of  her  courage  and  self-reli- 
ance, by  refusing  any,  the  least  concession  to  your  demands,  and  by  resenting  your  men- 
aces and  repelling  your  attempts  at  coercion  in  such  manner  as  will  prove  that  the  spirit 
of  the  fathers,  who,  at  Yorktown  and  at  New  Orleans,  consummated  in  triumph  our 
two  wars  of  Independence,  yet  lives  in  her  sons. 
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